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	In this study, bradycardia, hypotension and mucosal tear were seen more against the CSE group during flexible ureterorenoscopy, while patient satisfaction was similar in the GA and CSE groups. During lithotripsy, the surgeon performing the procedure should be comfortable in addition to stone clearance. Probably in the CSE group, the surgeon has difficulty in fixing the stone while lithotripsy  the patient who is conscious, has spontaneous respiration and the diaphragm and kidney are moving. Therefore, if the authors emphasize in the discussion section that CSE application is a safe anesthesia and can be used especially in the patient group with a risk of general anesthesia, the study would be more valuable. Additionally, groups should be specified in Table 3. I think it would be good if an anesthesiologist could evaluate this article as a referee.
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